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MY LORD, + G N LI 11397 
NTIL now, I little thought of ever beg 
reaped in a controverſial correfponderice \ with 
py man; much leſs, with a learned Biſhop or 
e Church of England. But x pamphlet hav+ 
jg lately appeared, entitled, A Review of the 
ofe of the Proteftant* Difſenters, publicly re- 
ived as coming from your Lordſhip's pen; 
| which you have been pleaſed to throw out 
xpreſſions ſo injurious tõ the Engliſh Catholics 
general, and fo pointedly injurious to the 
ry few remaining Catholic Peers in particular, 
0, with me, ſtill adhere to the religion! * 1 
ceſtors; that J could not, on reading th 

t feel as every man of honour ought to feet? | 
d, feeling as I do, I cannot help expoſtulating 
Ih your Lordſhip on the very great impro- 
ety of traducing us; and that at a time 
en we fondly entertain hopes of being re- 
Td from the preffure of cruel ſtatutes, 
B through 
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677 | 
through the liberality of the age, and by the 
moderation - and enlightened wiſdom of ou 
preſent Legiſlature. | 

Though the ſmall number of remaining Ch 
tholic Peers, as I have already obſerved, bring 
the reflection nearly to a perſonal attack on 
their characters, I ſhall omit all further obſer. 
vations on its illiberality and injuſtice, to er- 
cuſe your Lordſhip from any direct intention 
to injure individuals. But, my Lord, the im 
preſſion thoſe lines may have made on the 
public, ought to be done away; and I an { 
well convinced of your candor and uprightnel 
that I entertain ſcarcely any doubt, but ü 
your Lordſhip will affiſt, on ſome future oca 
fion, the cauſe of juſtice and humanity, ſo f 
as to acknowledge wherein you have been m 
taken. 

My Lord, the Catholic weld is as honour 
able and as conſcientious as any other pan 
the globe; and would it not indeed be repug 


nant to ſound reaſon to believe, that, if a cal! 
gion held perjury lawful, and oaths not bind plin 
and indefeaſibly obligatory, an honeſt mallWtour 


could any longer remain a member of ſuch 
Church? But ſuch muſt be the caſe, if j 
aſſertion be admitted; ſince I ſcarcely bele 

| 1 


1421 
your Lordſhip will deny; that many thouſands of 


e bonourable, religious, and conſcientious men 
f or WM ice in communion with the See of Rome. 


My Lord, your zeal to prove that the repeal 
of the Teſt and Corporation Acts would admit 
into office Papiſts (as you call them) as well as 
Proteſtant Diſſenters, led you (as too much 
zeal often does) to prove too much, In doing 
that, your Lordſhip has rendered it abſolutely 


eroundleſs authority your Lordſhip has, for 
the above purpoſe, hazarded thoſe aſſertions. 
But, my Lord, before I proceed any further 
in the arguments I mean to produce, I beg 
leave to declare, that it is far from my intention 
to paſs any cenſure on the great outlines of 
your Lordſhip's work. Admitting your po- 
htions, I grant your reaſoning to be juſt. 
How far thoſe pofitions will be allowed, is 
not the obje& of my enquiry. The principles 
favourable to Church Eſtabliſnments Church 
Hierarchy— Articles of Faith and Eccleſiaſti- 
cl Laus, are ſo fully interwoven with the diſci- 
pline of our Church, and have ſo often been the 


room for your Lordſhip to doubt of our attach- 
ment to the form of Eccleſiaſtical Government 
B 2 as 
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neceſſary; that I ſhould ſhew on what bad and 
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that the ſyſtem of religious liberty was ſo par 


indeed. You deny that Papiſts are exclude 


111 
as by Law eſtabliſhed ; which, jointly with ts 
free conſtitution of this country as ſettled at ta 
Revolution, we not only admire as the mg 
perfect ſyſtem of religious and civil libery, 
but hold ourfelves indiſpenſably bound to fir 
port and maintain. We lament, it is: m 


tially carried into execution on that great and 
momentous occaſion : but the circumſtance of 
a Popiſn Pretender then exiſting, would no 
permit the politics of that day to perſect a fl 
tem, which the generous Patron of the Reyoly 
tion would willingly have promoted. 
The Proteſtant Diſſenters had, with gr. 
truth, and conſiderable illiberality, alleged 
that * the oaths of allegiance and ſupremac 
c and the declaration againſt tranſubſtantiatic 
cc have been found effeQual, for more than 
cc century, to exclude Papiſts from both Houſ 
ce of Parliament; and had aſked, Why ſhoul 
cc not the ſame oaths, with the fame declan 
cc tion, be as effectual to exclude them irc 
cc thoſe offices from which the Corporation ant 
« Teſt Acts were intended to exclude?” 
To this your Lordſhip's anſwer is lirang 


from Parliament by any oath or declarati 
I whatſoevel 


1 

batſoever; but merely by the notoriety of 
beir Popery, from the Lower Houfe ; and 
Em the Upper, by the ſentiments inſepara- 
die from Hereditary Nobility, I will quote 
our own words: © Now the truth is, that 
the excluſion of Papiſts for the laſt century 
{hath not been the effect of any oaths or 
declarations. For, if it be ſuppoſed that 
Papiſts, during all this time, have been go- 
©yerned by their old principles, no oaths or 
( declarations made to Government, which 
© their Church hath deemed heretical, can 
(have bound their conſcience.” This, my 
ord, is as highly inſulting as it is unjuſt, 
| points out us Catholics as fools and knaves. 
If your Lordſhip's firſt aſſertion be true, we 
re a pack of egregious fools, both we and 
ur forefathers, for ſtupidly believing, that we 
re truly and moſt effectually excluded from 
Parliament by the foreſaid oaths and declara- 
on, and by them alone; as effectually ex- 
luded, as if no Teſt or Corporation Act ex- 
ted : ſo that, if theſe latter were to-morrow 
epealed, we ſhould conſider ourſelves as not a 
t more enabled to hold offices or be a Mem- 


er of either Houſe of Parliament, than we are 
t preſent, 


cludet 
laratic 


ſoevel 


But 
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to profane a temporary rite, than to tranſgrels 


E 

But if your Lordſhip's ſecond affening 
(which you would eſtabliſh as à proof of thy 
firſt) be true, then we muſt be enormay 
knaves. Yet ſtill our knavery muſt hae 
wonderful daſh of folly not common in the 
world of knaves. For, if no oaths or decluy 
tions can bind our conſciences, why haye we 
ſo long and ſo obſtinately refuſed to take oaths 
and make declarations ; the refuſal of whic 
has not only affected our ſeats in Parliament, 
but often deprived us of our legal inheritance, 
transferred our eſtates to the next Proteſtant Heir, 
and rendered us liable to all the diſabilities of u 
outlawry ? Beſides, what ſhould hinder us, hay 
ing ſuch pliant conſciences, from complying vith 
the Teſt and Corporation Acts themſelves, buta 
folly not to be paralleled 2 Will he who makes 
no ſcruple of manifeſt perjury boggle at a re- 
ligious ceremony; and deem it a greater crime 


an eternal command ? We ſincerely reprobate 
both, my Lord; but the latter we reckon 
amongſt the greateſt of crimes that man © 
commit. Yet this i is what your Lordſhip * 
impute to us. 

It is true, that you ſeem to qualify the od10us 


charge with a ſuppoſition ; and that _ 
| wil 


Es I 

with a ſecond one — if it 3e ſuppoſed that Pa. 
« pits during all this time have been governed by 
« their old principles,” &c. But that, in reality, 
you muſt have conſidered this double ſuppoſi- 
tion equivalent to a poſitive aſſertion, is plain 
from this—that your Lordſhip's whole argu- 
ment would otherwiſe be not only incenclufive 
(which it is in any view), but devoid of the 
ſmalleſt degree of plauſibility. To have this, it 
muſt be conſidered as tantamount to“ Papiſts 
« cannot be excluded from Parliament by oaths 
« or declarations, becauſe neither oaths nor de- 
*« clarations can bind their conſciences.” In 
this form the argument 1s dire& and explicit ; 
in the other, implicit and indirect: yet, after 
all, it is, in either form, no more than an impo- 
tent attempt to prove one falſe aſſertion by an- 
other equally falſe ; for, have not I a right to 
ſuppoſe quite the reverſe of what your Lordſhip 
ſuppoſes ? Well; I do not barely ſuppoſe, but 
boldly affirm, that we Engliſh Catholics are not 
governed, never were governed, by principles 
(cither old or new) that could induce or permit 
us to break or infringe any oath or declaration 
vhatſoever made to Government; and that 
whatever oaths and declarations we have made, 


or may make, to Government, or fellow-ſub- 
ject 
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1 
jet or human being whatſoever, n pretext 
hereſy can invalidate, no power on earth unbind 
our conſciences from the ſtricteſt e. 
their contents. 

In fact, my Lord, we 3 e 
nd miſapprehenſion, ſometimes: refuled to tale 
even innocent oaths that were tendered to u; 
becauſe we conceived we could not Teconcil 
them with our religious creed. But your Land 
| ſhip” cannot produce a ſingle inſtance of on 
having taken oaths, or made declarations, io l 
contents.of which we have not ſcrupulouſly a 
hered. Now this, my Lord, I ſhould be apt u 
conſider as a proof of the delicacy vt our coil 
ſciences—not of their proſtitution. | 

To the affirmation I have juſt now. made, 1 
am perſuaded, moreover I am certain, that ther 
15 not a Roman Catholic in England, nor even 
a Papiſt (if ſuch a deſcription of men yet exiſt); 
who will not cheerfully accede; and, if required, 
ſupport it by the moſt ſolemn -afſeverdtion 
Will your Lordſhip full continue-to ſuf pe 
that we cannot be believed? Then indeed vt 
muſt be, in your eſtimation, rogues of the def 
eſt dye; who are not only unworthy of futur 
relief, but deſerve to be extirpated from tis 
face of the earth, ; 


Having 


I 


futur 


aving 


| 1 
Having thus ſtated what, your Lordſhip 
inks, is not the cauſe of our excluſion from 


urliament, you next venture to ſay, what are 
e cauſes of our excluſion. You aſſign two. 


rom the Houſe of Commons, the notoriety 
of our Popery, and the dread and abhorrence 
of the principles of the Church of Rome,” ex- 
nde us; from the Houſe of Lords, the ſen- 
iments inſeparable from hereditary nobility.” 
fly, my Lord, theſe are ſecrets, which you 
are revealed to us, of which we ourſelves were 
tally ignorant. We thought, that our Com- 
ners were precluded from being choſen Mem- 
us of the Lower Houſe, and our Peers from 
ung their ſeats in the Upper Houſe of Par- 
ment, merely becauſe their tender conſciences 
ould not allow them to qualify themſelves by 
e cuſtomary oaths. But ſince we are informed 
your Lordſhip that this is not the caſe, we 
that you will ſtand up in your place, and 
pre that thoſe reſtraints, which you ſay are no 
| reſtraints, and of courſe uſeleſs, may be 
ken away, We ſhall then ſee how far the 
lorety of our Pepery, &c. will be the real 
eins of our excluſion from the Houſe of 
Mmmons ; and whether our Peers will exclude 
miclves from the Houſe of Lords, for the 
C purpoſe 


Ia 1 
purpoſe of becoming the Patrons of 3 Pam 
a party ſo ſmall, as to be in the proportion & 
one to a hundred, and thaſe diſperſed all ove 
the kingdom. 

For my part, my Lord, I am 0 oda 
that no diſtinction which I could gain, as th 
patron or protector of any party, would tomi 
appear a compenſation, or any thing like acon 
penſation, for an excluſion from my heredi 
place in the legiſlative council; and I ſhoul 
wonder much if any man, poſſeſſed of the jen 
ments that ought to be inſeparable from beredin 
nobility, were of a different opinion. 

If, to attain admiſſion; we were under the nf 
ceſſity of uſing mean difiimulations, I agree wit 
your Lordſhip, that, as men of honour, 8 
would and ſhould exclude. ourſelves, th 
than ſubmit to them. But abrogate the forela 
oaths, my Lord, and we ſhall be under no lu 
neceſſity. As long as they lie in our way, vet 
not cheerfully exclude ourſelves from our pla 
in the legiſlative council, but are cruelly 
cluded, becauſe we will not diſſemble or pt 
jure ourſelves; though, by ſo doing, all 
laws againſt us would yaniſh, and all diſabil 
be removed, except what, in common withol 


Diſſenters, would remain in force under the d 
rat 


E. | 

on of the Teſt and Corporation Acts. For I 
fure your Lordſhip, that we are altogether 
nacquainted with thoſe pretended ſubterfuges 

hich, you ſay, the caſuiſtry of our Church bas 
wided for the relief of our conſciences. Our 
lergy, or if you will our caſuiſts, are, in ſome 
ranches of polite learning and knowledge of 
ze world, inferior to the generality of your clergy 
caſuiſts; but they are not inferior in probity 
nd candor. There are weak and narrow minded 
jen in all communions. There are, undoubt- 
fly, ſuch in ours; but a narrow minded man, 
d a bad minded man, 1s not the ſame. Of the 
tegrity of even the moſt bigotted of our cler- 
ve can offer an immediate proof: ſeveral of 
em are ſo averſe to our new propoſed oath of 
egiance, that they have publicly declared 
eir diſapprobation of it; from an idea that it 
ntains ſome things which, in their miſappre- 
nſion, a Catholic cannot ſwear to. This I, 
d many others of our clergy and laity, think 
* Won of their ignorance and miſtaken zeal : but 
ly it is no proof of their difingenuity ; no 
of that they have convenient ſubterfuges to 
eve their own or their hearers conſciences - 
m the obligation of an oath ; no proof that 
are governed by a principle, that zo oaths . 
adarations can bind. 
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The moſt madly aſpiring Popes, my Lot, 
ſeem to have known nothing of theſe Pretende 
ſubterfuges, When they uſurped: the priyil 
of depoſing kings, and abſolving ſubjedts fr rot 
their oaths of allegiance, they did it nel 
and barefacedly : but they never public au 
thoriſed or permitted the faithful to take an 
oath, which they privately authoriſed them tg 
break. Their conduct was quite the reve 
When our James the Firſt offered to his Calbe 
lic ſubjects an oath of allegiance, which a prex 
many Catholics were of opinion could be lawful 
taken by them, Paul the Fifth moved heaver 
and earth to prevent them from taking it; and 
was but too ſucceſsful in his endeavours, Pa 
the Fifth never dreamed of thoſe ſubterfuges 0 
caſuiſtry which your Lordfhip has fo kindl 
provided for us; otherwiſe he might have 
lowed, even encouraged the Engliſh Cathol 
to take the oath, and then ſecretly diſgen | 
them from obſerving it. 

The ſame es | is applicable to the u 
Iriſh oath, The Pope's Nuntio at Bruſſels, a 
at leaſt a part of the court of Rome, did exe 
their influence with the Iriſh Catholics to | 
vent their taking that oath. But to what pul 
poſe make thoſe exertions, if they had in tht 


4 | 1 


| 19 I 

un hands a ready ſubterfuge to render the 
king of it of no moment ? 

That the court of Rome will readily and ex- 
licitly renounce even its uſurped privileges, is 
ardly to be expected. We know no court or 
otentate that have ever been guilty of ſo heroic 
deed; it is enough that it may be wreſted 
dom their hands, and that it be put out of 
cir power to reſume them. The moſt re- 
pectable ſeats of learning have joined with moſt 
minent divines, in confining the Papal clauns 
thin the due bounds of his ſpiritual ſituation 3 
d in no one particular point more ſtrongly, 
an in his extravagant pretenſions to diſpenfe 
bjects from their oaths of allegiance, and oaths 
r compacts between man and man. There is 
ot a tiara in Europe that has been more com- 
letely ſpoiled of its borrowed plumage. A 
apal bull, that ſhould pretend to infringe the 
ights of ſovereigns or ſubjects, or interfere, in 
he ſmalleſt degree, with ſtate affairs, would be 
aughed at and condemned by every Catholic 
ation in the world. 

The ſmall attention paid to the court of 
dome, not only in theſe, but even in the times 


* See the opinions of the Univerſities of Paris, Louvain, 
Poway, Alcala, Salamanca, and Valladolid, in the Appendix. 
of 


ef religious animoſities, might be proved, by 


n 3 


many paſſages from the hiſtory of this county, 
as well as from that of many others: but the je. 
petition of hiſtorical facts would not only {ye 
theſe ſheets beyond the limits of à letter, h 
are almoſt uſeleſs at this day, when the influ 
ence of the Pope is not to be diſcovered in any 
corner of the world. Yet I cannot help men- 
tioning one or two ſtriking inſtances in our 
Engliſh hiſtory, as related by Mr. Hume, 
When Elizabeth was placed by Parliament a 
the throne of theſe kingdoms, the Pope, in the 
plenitude of his pretended power over kings and 
kingdoms, pronounced our Queen illegitimate 
and an uſurper, and her ſubjects abſolved from 
their oaths of allegiance What was the conle- 
quence of theſe dreadful thunders from the ſee 
of Rome? Not as was expected. ln the 
year 1569 an inſurrection took place in the 
north, and the inſurgents marched into England 


in full confidence of being joined by the Catho- g 
lics: but, to their great aſtoniſhment, the Cx- j 0 
tholics, deaf to the admonitions of their ſup- * 
poſed infallible Pope, not only did not join the 
rebels, but ſerved their princeſs faithfully, and A 
aſſiſted vigorouſly in quaſhing the rebellion. © 

* Hume's Hiſt, laſt edit. vol. v. p. 164. whi 


One 


1 | 
One inſtance more during the reign of this ils 
ous princeſs preſents itſelf, which may more 
prcibly prove the ſtrict adherence of Catholic 
legiance to their ſovereigns, in oppoſition ta 
heir religious intereſts, and their ſuppoſed obe- 
Jience to the ſpiritual head of their church, than 
e one already mentioned: and this is the cir- 
mſtance of the invincible armada. Philip of 
Spain, at an enormous expence of money, ſup- 
ported with benedictions, prayers, indulgences, 
and abſolutions on his fide, with anathemas and 
communications againſt his enemies, prepared 
an armament of ſuch wonderful force that it ob- 


ws ained the name which, thank God, it did not 
oae⸗opport. Thus equipped failed this grand fleet; 
ce ended with all the enthuſiaſm, fanaticiſm, and 
the igotry of the age; and confident of certain ſuc- 
the cels from the prophecies of their moſt holy 
ng Ye "Ones: | 

ao. When the religious object of this great ex- 
Ca oedidon is conſidered, we ſhould naturally con- 
ſup cave it to have been a joyful day for the Catho- 


Fo ies. Every thing inviting to manoffered itſelf 
= their minds—reſtoration of their religion, fo 
lucly diſplaced from the eſtabliſhment ; a gra- 
ification of revenge for religious perſecution, 
which had taken place againſt them about eight 

years 


20 ] 
years before; and all this was to be Attaindy 
according to your Lordſhip's ideas, without id 
guilt of perjury on their minds, ſince they wer 
abſolved from their oaths of allegiance. 

No, my Lord; their conſciences would ng 
allow them to ſwerve from their oath of alle 
glance; on the contrary, they exerted them. 
ſelves in à particular manner . They bal 
ſhips with their own money; and, leſt the 
ſhould be ſuſpected of want of fidelity under 
ſuch trying circumſtances, gave the command 
of them to proteſtants ; themſelves ſerving u 
volunteers, 

This was not all—many able Catholics were 
in the Queen's councils, in parliament, and in 
the army. Among others, there were three 
illuſtrious names, whoſe families are yet remain- 
ing, of that religion, though excluded from fdl- 
lowing the glorious example of their anceſtors, 
who particularly diſtinguiſhed themſelves on the 
day of trial; and theſe names are recorded in 
the laſting page of hiſtory—Sir Thomas V+ 
vaſor, Sir Thomas Gerrard, and Sir Charles 
Blount. | 1 

The event of this memorable day is too vel 
* Hume's Hiſt, laſt edit, vol. v. p. 338. 
know, 


wn; to require my proceeding any further, 
t, my Lord, what would have been the event 
that day, if the Catholics had thought them- 
res abſolved from their allegiance, and acted 
farour of the Mother Church (as they are 
uſed of doing; though they are fappoſed to 
mple on oaths and declarations to procure the 
enfion and proſperity of it)? What would ac- 
ly have been the event I cannot pretend to. 
I'm, But what, moſt likely, would have been 
conſequence of a general revolt of the Ca- 
ics from their allegiance, when they were a 
jority of the nation, and ſupported by fuch 
armament, I leave to your Lordſhip to deter- 
ne, 
My Lord, having nim two inftances 
ere the Pope's diſpenſing power and abſolv- 
from oaths did not avail him; I could bring, 
addition, many inſtances where Proteſtants 
bght themſelves authoriſed to fly from their 
giance, when Catholics did not: but theſe 
rather inſtances of the general conduct of 
n, than inſtances tending to prove, that we 
wiedge no power on earth authorifed to 
penſe with oaths and compacts; or abfolve 
from the obligation of fulfilling punctu- 
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ally every engagement entered into be 
My Lord, I think by this time your Log 
ſhip muſt be convinced, that you writ, ff 
prejudice, what, on mature reconſideration 
you will diſcover that you had not even the 
thority of any one Catholic Univerſity, or bod 
of Catholic Divines, to juſtify you in afſerin 
it to be a doctrine and principle of our religia 
that we might, by the means of ſubterſuge 
evade, explain away, or be abſolved from oat 
and declarations. 
No, my Lord; your Lordſhip cannot find u 
ſuch ſupport. The prejudice of education ſeem 
in this inſtance, to have ſet the bounds to yt 
enquiries, as far as they may have related tot 
Religious Principles of Papiſts, as you afte 
wards diſtinguiſh them, of Roman Catholic 
a diſtinction very viſible and very proper to Wk 66 


fully eſtabliſhed. But in points of morality, Wroq 


which the obligation of oaths is a very ellen t, 
branch, and on which all religions can have Meat 
one opinion; Papiſts, Roman Catholics and i ant 
teſting Catholics—all do hold ſacred, beg, 
the reach of any Prelate to diſpenſe with, Mon: 
ſolve from, or weaken, the faith of man pled any 


to one another, ring 
ij W 
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With regard to us Engliſh Catholics in par- 
(cular, your Lordſhip in another place (p. 13) 
ems to grant, that we cannot reaſonably be 
ſpected of being favourers of Papal uſurpa- 
on. This obſervation is perfectly juſt. We 
erzinly are not Papiſts, as deſcribed by the 
vs of England; and this leads me to ſay a few 
"ds on the diſtinction between a Papiſt and a 
atefting Catholic, 

Your Lordſhip cannot be ignorant, that in 
e courſe of laſt year, previous to our preſent- 
g a petition to Parliament to pray for further 


utes, an inſtrument, in form of a proTEsT, 
claring our abhorrence of many pernicious 
Arines attributed to us, and proteſting againſt 
Papal claims of ſupremacy itſelf, as far as it 
nſticuted an imperium in imperio, was ſigned 
fiteen hundred of the chief Catholics in the 
gdom, by all the Peers and Gentlemen, and 
| two hundred of our Clergy. This inſtru- 
at diſtinguiſhes not only between the tempo- 
and ſpiritual powers of the Pope; but alſo 
es the operative nature of his ſpiritual ſitu- 
on: which, by no influence, and much leſs 
ay coercive means, he can make uſe of to 
unge, moleſt, diſturb or diminiſh the rights 

D 2 of 


ief from the preſſure of the remaining Penal ' 


124 J ; 

of ſovereigns and citizens, ot to weaken 4 
bond of union between a ſovereign and his js 
ple, as expreſſed by the Univerſity of Low 
The extent of thoſe claims of the See | 
Rome has been the ſubje& of many ſchol: 
diſputes ; and the moths and worms have 14 
had an ample feaſt on the many folios written 
that, now pretty nearly exploded, ſyſtem, kW: 
not ſo, where morality has been concerned, 
that point unanimity prevails, as it does! ing 
knowledging the Biſhop of Rome to be the þ 
Biſhop of the Catholic Church : through 0 
medium of which See your Lordſhip der 
your ordination, equally with the Clergy of 
Religion. 
This ſpiritual power of the firſt Biſhdp, 
well as of all other Biſhops, is purely of 2 
ritual nature; as eſtabliſhed in the goſpel, 4 
declared by all our learned divines. * le 
ce much as the only ſpiritual authority which 
acknowledge, is that which we conſcientou 
ce believe to have been tranſmitted by |: 
« Chriſt to his Church; not to regulate, by 
te qutward co- action, civil and temporal d 
« cerns of ſubjects and citizens; but to d 
&« ſouls by perſuaſion in the concerns of eve! 
c ing ſalvation.“ 
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My 1 having ſet my hand: to the aboye- 


mentioned Proteſt, I eſteem myſelf, and thoſe 
gentlemen w. who figned i it with me, no more ac- 


countable for the obnoxious doctrines attributed 
o Papiſts, than your Lordſhip can pollibly be 
fr the doctrines of Methodiſts; or of any other 
{ ; though all come under the general appel- 
ation of Proteſtants: nor no more than if I 
had, according to the due forms of law, re- 
nounced the harmleſs articles contained in the 
declaration againſt tranſubſtantiation, and, by 
ſubterfuges and abſolutions ſo readily provided 
for us by your Lordſhip, ſwore away my honour 
and my probity. 


My Lord, as many other points of our prin- 


ciples are explained in the ſaid Proteſt, beſides 
what particularly relates to oaths and the Pope's 
juriſdiction, I have added a copy of it at full 
length, by way of appendix, for your Lordſhip's 
peruſal; as alſo abſtracts from the opinions of 
thoſe Univerſities mentioned in the body of the 

letter. | 
My Lord, I ſhall now conclude this expoſi- 
ton of my principles, as well as thoſe of the 
communion to which I belong: not, I can aſ- 
ſure your Lordſhip, without ſuffering very con- 
ſiderably for them and myſelf; as men of ho- 
nour, 


„ 
nour, called on to exculpate ourſelyes from be. 
ing ſuſpected to prevaricate, to have ſubter. 


fuges for our conſciences, and to bei 
of being bound conſcientiouſly by oaths, 


I remain, 
| Mr Loxp, 
Your Lordſhip's 
molt obedient 
humble Servant, 
Parx-LAvE, 


March 23, 1790. PETRE, 
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No. I. 


We whoſe Names are hereunto ſubſcribed, Ca- 
tholics of England, do freely, voluntarily, 
and of our own accord, make the following 


RE. ſolemn Declaration and Proteſtation. 


Wa EREAs ſentiments unfavourable to us 
2 Citizens and Subjects, have been entertained 
by Engliſh Proteſtants, on account of principles 
which are aſſerted to be maintained by us, and 
other Catholics, and which principles are dan- 
gerous to Society, and totally repugnant to Po- 
litical and Civil Liberty; it is a duty that we, 
the Engliſh Catholics, owe to our country as 
well as to ourſelves, to proteſt in a formal and 
{lemn manner againſt Doctrines that we con- 
demn, and that conſtitute no part whatever of | 
our Principles, Religion, or Belief. 
We are the more anxious to free ourſelves 
from 


M. 


1 
* 
„ 
* 
* 


from ſuch imputations, becauſe divers Protes. 


in common with men of all other religions, as a 


ants, who profeſs themſelves to be Teal fries, 
to liberty of conſcience, ' have, nevertheleh 
avowed themſelves hoſtile to us on account of 
certain opinions which we are ſuppoſed to hold 
And we do not blame thoſe Proteſtants for their 
hoſtility, if it proceeds (as we hope it does) nat 
from an intolerant ſpirit in matters of Religion, 
but from their being miſinformed as to matien 
of . 

If it were true, that we, the Engliſh Catholic, 
had adopted the maxims that are erroneouſh 
imputed to us, we acknowledge that we ſhould 
merit the reproach of being dangerous enemies 
to the State ; but we deteſt thoſe unchriſtianlike 


and execrable maxims; and we ſeverally claim, 


matter of Natural Fuſtice, that we, the Engliſh 
Catholics, ought not to ſuffer for, or on account 
of, any wicked or erroneous Doctrines that may 
be held by any other Catholics, which Doctrines 
we publicly diſclaim; any more than Britiſh 
Proteſtants ought to be rendered reſponſible for 
any dangerous Doctrines that may be held by 
any other Proteſtants, which Doctrines ihe), 
the Britiſh Proteſtants, diſavow. 


I. We 


( #9 1 


unicated by the Pope and Council, or by au- 
jority of the See of Rome, may be depoſed or 
urdered by their Subjects, or other perſons. 

But ſo far is the above-mentioned unchriſtian- 
ke and abominable poſition from being a prin- 
ple that we hold, that we reject, abhor, and de- 
ſt it, and every part thereof, as execrable and 
npious; and we do ſolemnly declare, that nei- 
ter the Pope, either with or without a General 
uncil; nor any Prelate, nor any Prieſt, nor 
yy Aſſembly of Prelates or Prieſts, nor any 
clefiaſtical Power whatever, can abſolve the 
objects of this realm, or any of them, from 
ir allegiance to his Majeſty King George the 
hird, who is, by authority of Parliament, the 
ful King of this realm, and of all the domi- 
jons thereunto belonging. 


may 
ines Wi II. We have alſo been accuſed of holding, 
ciclh N principle of our Religion, that implicit obe- 
le for fence is due from us to the Orders and Decrees 
Id by WF Popes and General Councils; and that, there- 


e, if the Pope, or any General Council ſhould, 
the good of the Church, command us to 
ke up arms againſt Government, or by any 

We ns to ſubvert the laws and liberties of this 


E country, 


J. We have been accuſed of holding, as 4 
rinciple of our Religion, that Princes excoms - 


1 
country, or to exterminate perſons of a dif. 
ent perſuaſion from us, we (it is afferted by our 
accuſers) hold ourſelves bound to obey ſud 
Orders or Decrees on pain of eternal fire, 
Whereas we poſitively deny, that we owe ay 
ſuch obedience to the Pope and General Coun 
cil, or to either of them: and we believe tha 
no act that is in itſelf immoral or diſhoneſt cu 
ever be juſtified by, or under colour that it 
done, either for the good of the Church, or ode 
dience to any Eccleſiaſtical Power whatere 
We acknowledge no 1nfallibility in the Pope 
and we neither apprehend nor believe, that 0 
diſobedience to any ſuch Orders or Deca 
(ſhould any ſuch be given or made) could {ul 
ject us to any puniſhment whatever. And 
hold and infiſt, that the Catholic Church has 
power that can, directly or indirectly, prejudi 
the rights of Proteſtants, inaſmuch as it is ſtii 


confined to the refuſing to them a participaiqghf 


in her Sacraments and other Religious Pniviley Tl 
of her communion ; which no Church (s 
conceive) can be expected to give to thoſe ber 
of her pale, and which no perſon out of her p oſt 
will, we ſuppoſe, ever require, | ple; 
And we do ſolemnly declare, that no Chur he Þ 

or any Prelate, nor any Prieſt, nor any Aſſem 6 Al 
Aud 


of Prelates or Prieſts, nor any Eodche 


8 [ 31 ] 

power whatever, hath, have, or ought to have 
any juriſdiction or authority whatſoever within 
vis Realm, that can, directly or indirectly, 
fe, or interfere with the independence, ſove- 
eignty, laws, conſtitution, or government there- 
x, or the rights, liberties, perſons or properties 
of the people of the faid realm, or of any of 
hem ; ſave only and except by the authority of 
Parliament; and that any ſuch aſſumption of 
ower would be an uſurpation. 


III. We have likewiſe been accuſed of hold- 
bal, as a principle of our Religion, that the 
Dope, by virtue of his ſpiritual power, can diſ- 
a ene with the obligations of any compact or 
aud ch taken or entered into by a Catholic; chat 
herefore, no oath of allegiance, or other oath, 


| has! 

rude" bind us; and, conſequently, that we can 
rare no ſecurity for our allegiance to any Go- 
cipati crnment, 


There can be no doubt but that this conclu- 
jon would be juſt, if the original propoſition, 
pon which it is founded, were true: but we 
phtvely deny, that we do hold any ſuch prin- 
ple; and we do ſolemnly declare, that neither 
chu e Pope, nor any Prelate, nor any Prieſt, nor 
Aſſem . Aſlembly of Prelates or Prieſts, nor any Eccle- 
* ical Power whatever, can abſolve us, or any 

0 E 2 of 


rivil k 
| (4 
hole 
her pl 


L 82 ] - 
of us, from, or diſpenſe with the obligations 
any compact or oath whatſoever. 


IV. We have alſo been accuſed of holding, 
as a principle of our Religion, that not only the 
Pope, but even a Catholic Prieſt, has power u 
pardon the fins of Catholics, at his will ad 
pleaſure; and therefore, that no Catholic cu 
poſſibly give any ſecurity for his allegiance u 
any Government; inaſmuch as the Pope org 
Prieft can pardon perjury, rebellion, and hig 
treaſon. | 

We acknowledge alſo the juſtneſs of thi 
concluſion, if the propoſition, upon which it i 
founded, were not totally falſe ; but we do ſo 
lemnly declare, that, on the contrary, we belien 
that no ſin whatever can be forgiven at the 
will of any Pope, or of any Prieſt, or of at 
perſon whomſoever ; but that a fincere forror 
for paſt fin, a firm reſolution to avoid futur 
guilt, and every poſſible atonement to God, and 
the injured neighbour, are the previous and it 
diſpenſable requiſites to eſtabliſh a well-foundel 
expectation of forgiveneſs. 


v. And we have alſo been accuſed of hols 
ing, as a principle of our Religion, that © Fail 
is not to be kept with Heretics,” ſo that 0 

I Government, 


L393 


wernment, which is not Catholic, can have 


y ſecurity from us, for our allegiance and 
eaceable behaviour. 

This doctrine, that Faith is not to be kept 
ith Heretics,” we reject, reprobate, and abhor, 
being contrary to Religion, Morality, and 
"mmon honeſty. And we do hold and ſo- 
mnly declare, that no breach of faith with any 
erſon whomſoever, can ever be juſtified by 
aſon of, or under pretence, that ſuch perſon is 
Heretic or an Infidel. 

And we further ſolemnly declare, that we do 
ake this Declaration and Proteſtation, and 
rery part thereof, in the plain and ordinary 
nſe of the words of the ſame, without any eva- 
on, equivocation, or mental reſervation what- 
derer. 

And we appeal to the juſtice and candour of 
ur fellow citizens, whether we, the Engliſh Ca- 
bolics, who thus ſolemnly diſclaim, and from 
ur hearts abhor, the above-mentioned abomi- 
able and unchriſtianlike principles, ought to 
put upon a level with any other men who 
nay hold and profeſs thoſe principles. 


Signed by fifteen hundred of the principal Ca- 
tholics in England. 


No. 


No. II. 


Abftratts from the Opinions of Foreign Uninnjii 


Arrmoven the Engliſh Catholics bad 
need of the teſtimony of any ſchool. or uning 
fity whatſoever, to authorize them to make t 
above proteſt and declarations ; yet as fon 
perſons ſeemed to doubt whether any foray 
Catholic univerſity would give a formal appr 
bation to certain points contained in their dt 
claration relative to the Pope's difſpenſn 
power, and keeping faith with Heretic, 
their requeſt the following queries were (ent t 
Paris, Doway, Lovvain, ALCALA, SAL 
MANCA, and VALLADOLID, 


J 


THE QUERIES, 


1. Has the Pope, or Cardinals, or any bel 
of men, or any individual of the Church 
Rome, any civil authority, power, juriſdici 


C 36-3 
pre-eminence whatſoever, within the realm of 


gland ? | 
2. Can the Pope, or Cardinals, or any 
dy of men, or any individual of the Church 
Rome, abſolve or diſpenſe with his Majeſty's 
bjects from their oath of allegiance, upon any 
retext whatſoever ? 

3 Is there any principle in the tenets of the | 
atholic Faith, by which Catholics are juſtified 

1 not keeping faith with Heretics, or other 
ſons differing from them in religious opi- 
ions, in any tranſaction, either of a * or 
private nature ? 


HMralt from the Anſwer of the Sacred Faculty 
of Divinity of Paris to the above Queries, 


After an introduction, according to the uſual 
orms of the univerſity, they anſwer the firſt 
query by declaring :— 

Neither the Pope, nor the Cardinals, nor any 
body of men, nor any other perſon of the 
hurch of Rome hath any civil authority, civil 

power, 


virtue of any authority, power, jutiſdiction, 


| her ſchools. 


t 5 J 


power, civil juriſdiction, or civil pre. emine 
whatſoever in any kingdom; and, confequent 


none in the kingdom of England, by reaſon 


pre-eminence by divine inſtitution inherent | 
or granted, or by any other means belongi 
to the Pope, or the Church of Rome. II 
doctrine the Sacred Faculty of Divinity « 
Paris has always held, and upon every oc 
fron maintained, and upon every occaſion | 
rigidly proſcribed the — doctrines frat 


Anſwerto theſecond der- eee Ne 
nor the Cardinals, nor any body of men, n 
any perſon of the Church of Rome, can, | 
virtue of the keys, abſolve or free the ſubjed 
of the King of England from their oath of all 
glance. 

This and the firſt query are ſo intimately con 
nected, that the anſwer to the firſt immediate 
and naturally applies to the ſecond, &c. 

Anſwer to the third query There is no tent 
in the Catholic Church, by which Catholics at 
Juſtified in not keeping faith with Heretics, & 
thoſe who differ from them in matters of rel 
gion. The tenet, that it is lawful to break 
faith with Herorics, is ſo repugnant to com 

| m0 
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mon honeſty and the opinions of Catholics, 
that there is nothing of which thoſe who have 
defended the Catholic Faith againſt Proteſt- 
ants have complained more heavily, than the 
malice and calumny of their adverſaries in im- 
ting this tenet to them, &c. &c. &c. 


Given at Paris in the General Aſſembly of 
xe Sorbonne, held on Thurſday, the 11th day 
defore the calends of March 1789. 


Signed in due form. 


UniveRsSITY OF Dowav. 


Jan. 5, 1789. 


Univerſity of Doway, &c. &c. 


To the firſt and ſecond queries the Sacred 
culty anſwers That no power whatſoever, in 
; of cell nl or temporal concerns, was given by the 
| mighty, either to the Pope, the Cardinals, or 
- Church herſelf, and, conſequently, that 
me F Kings 


it a meeting of the Faculty of Divinity of the 
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Kings and Sovereigns are not, in tempbetal ty 
cerns, ſubject, by the ordination bf God, . 
any eccleſiaſtical power whatſoever; neither © 
—_ their ſubjects, by any authority granted to th 
1 Pope or che Church, from above, be freed ft 
; their obedience, or abſolved from their dd 
allegiance. 

This is the doctrine which the docton ©, 
profeſſors of divinity hold and teach it a 
ſchools, and this all the candidates for degree 
in divinity maintain in their public theſes, & 
&c. &c. Of | 

To the THIRD queſtion the Sacred Facultya 
ſwers—That there is no principle of the Cathal 
Faith, by which Catholics are juſtified in not kee 
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; ing faith with Heretics, who differ from them 
1.5 religious opinions. On the contrary, it ; H be 
| 0 unanimous doctrine of Catholics, that the iſ ©! 
40 ſpect due to the name of God ſo called v ui * 
Fe neſs, requires that the oath be inviolably kt 4 
7 to whomſoever it is pledged, whether Catholi 4 
Heretic, or Infidel, &c. &c. &c. M 
ö Signed and ſealed in due form. i #6 
. = C 
ſoy 
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il do f | | 

" UN1VERSITY OF LOUVAIN, | 

© RY The Faculty of Divinity at Louvain, having 
Ae teen requeſted to give her opinion upon the 
ah Wl queſtions above ſtated, does it with readineſs— 


but ſtruck with aſtoniſhment that ſuch queſtions 
ſhould, at the end of this eighteenth century, be 


: a propoſed to any learned Body, by inhabitants of 
| z kingdom that . glories in the talents and diſ- 
* cernment of its natives. The Faculty being 
aſembled for the above purpoſe, it is agreed 

ultyu vith the unanimous affent of all voices to an- 
eber the firſt and ſecond queries abſolutely in 
. be negative e 

ben The Faculty does not think it incumbent upon 
+ is u der in this place to enter upon the proofs of her 
he u opinion, or to ſhew how it is ſupported by paſ- 
to ges in the Holy Scriptures, or the writings of 
i u. Tbat has already been done by 
acholi doſſuet, De Marca, the two Barclays, Goldaſtus, 


the Pithæuſes, Argentre Widrington, and his 
Majeſty King James the Firſt, in his Diſſertations 
againſt Bellarmin and Du Perron, and by many 

others, &c. &c. &c. 
The Faculty then proceeds to declare that the 
lovereign power of the ſtate is in no wiſe (not 
F 2 even 
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even indirectly as it is termed) ſubjet to, & 
dependant upon, any other power; though it be 


a a ſpiritual power, or even though it be ine 


for eternal ſalvation, &c. &c. 

That no man, nor any aſſembly of men hoy. 
ever eminent in dignity and power, not even the 
whole body of the Catholic Church, though 
aſſembled in general council, can, upon aty 
ground or pretence whatſoever, weaken the 
bond of union between the ſovereign and the 
people; ſtill leſs can they abſolve or free the 
ſubjects from their Oath of Allegiance. 

Proceeding to the third queſtion, the ſad 
Faculty of Divinity (in perfect wonder that 
ſuch a queſtion ſhould be propoſed to her) mol 
poſitively and unequivocally anſwers—Tha 
there is not, and that there never has been, 
among the Catholics, or in the doctrines af the 
Church of Rome, any law or principle which 
makes it lawful for Catholics to break their faith 
with Heretics, or others of a different. perſuaſion 
from themſelves in matters of Religion, either 
in public or private concerns. 

The Faculty declares the doctrine of the 
Catholics to be, that the Divine and Natunl 
Law, which makes it a duty to keep faith and 


promiſes, is the ſame ; and 1s neither ſhaken nor 
diminiſhed, 


1 


o, & abed, if thoſe with whom the engagement 
it bee, bold erroneous opinions in matters of 
ituted ion, &c. c. 


gned in due form on the 18th of 38 
ber, 1788. | | | 


* # 2 


UNIVERSITY Or ALCALA. 


) the firſt queſtion it is anſwered That 
of the perſons mentioned in the propoſed 
ion, either individually, or collectively 
uncil afſembled, have any right in civil 
3; but that all civil power, juriſdiction and 
ninence are derived from inheritance, elec- 
the conſent of the people, and other ſuch 
of that nature. 
the ſecond it is anſwered, in like man- 
That none of the perſons above - mentioned 
2 power to abſolve the ſubjects of his Bri- 
f the BE Majeſty from their Oaths of Allegiance. 
the third queſtion it is anſwered—That 
Joftrine which would exempt Catholics 
e obligation of keeping faith with Here - 
tics, 


iſhed, 
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tics, or with any ather | perſons who 
from them in matters of. religion, inſtea 
being an article of Catholic Fat, 1 ent 


N 7 to its tenets. Si 
Signed in the uſual form, 
March 17th, 1789. 
. 


6 OF SALAMANCA. 


- To the firſt queſtion it is — 
neither Pope, nor Cardinals, nor any afſe 
or individual of the Catholic Church, ba 
ſuch, any civil authority, power, juriſdicti 
pre- eminence in the kingdom of England, 

To the ſecond it is anſwered . That ne 
Pope, nor Cardinals, nor any aſſembiy ori 
vidual of the Catholic Church, can, as ſuch 
ſolve the ſubjects of Great Britain from 
Oaths of Allegiance, or diſpenſe with its 0b 
tions, 

To the third it is anſwered . That it is 
ticle of Catholic faith that Catholics ar 
bound to keep faith with Heretics, or with 


I 
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« of any other deſcription, who _— from 
mm in matters of religion, 


Signed in the uſual form, 
March 7th, 1789. 


UNIVERSITY OF VALLADOLID, 


To the F1RsT queſtion it is anſwered—That 
ther Pope, Cardinals, or even a General Coun- 
; have any civil authority, power, juriſdiction 
pre · eminence, directly or indirectly, in the 
nedom of Great Britain; or over any other 
nedom or province in which they poſſeſs no 
mporal dominion. 


pe nor Cardinals, nor even a General Council, 
abſolve the ſubjects of Great Britain from 
r Oaths of Allegiance, or diſpenſe with 
ir obligation, | 

To the TrIRD it is anſwered That the 
ligation of keeping faith is grounded on the 
of nature, which binds all men equally, 
bout reſpe& to their religious opinions; 


and, 


The SECOND it is anſwered — That neither 
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